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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is responsive to Applicant's amendment and request for 
reconsideration of application 09/845,396 filed on June 18, 2008. 
The claims remain as submitted on January 18, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 48 and 50-115 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,826,542 B1 to Virgin et al. (further referred to as 
Virgin), and further in view of US Patent 7,206,768 B1 to deGroeve et al. (further 
referred to as deGroeve). 

Regarding claims 48 and 50-71 , Virgin discloses a process for online invoice 
presentment and processing (columns 1-14; particularly column 3, lines 52-58), 
comprising: 

a) generating at a biller entity an invoice for a service rendered to a customer 
entity (column 3, lines 54-56; Figure 4); 



Application/Control Number: 09/845,396 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3692 

b) making information on the invoice electronically available to first and second 
users associated to the customer entity, the first user being associated with a first 
customer computing unit and the second user being associated with a second customer 
computing unit (column 2, lines 43-49; column 10, lines 25-56); 

including enabling users to approve and authorize the invoice based on 
respective invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer to the user (column 10, 
lines 32-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 21-36); 

where an identifier is processed to determine if users have invoice approval and 
authorization privileges (column 11, lines 6-23); 

transmitting over the communications network from the second customer 
computing unit to the biller entity payment remittance information including data 
selected from the set consisting of a credit card number, an authorization to debit a 
bank account, wire transfer information, direct deposit information and an indication that 
a check will be mailed (Figure 1 1 ; column 14, lines 48-54). 

Virgin does not disclose transmitting over a communications network from the 
first customer computing unit to the biller entity a first data element indicating that the 
first user has approved the invoice and transmitting over the communications network 
from the second customer computing unit to the biller entity a second data element 
indicating that the second user has authorized payment of the invoice. 

However, Virgin does disclose enabling invoicers to view the payment status, 
such as partially approved and approved within the multi-level rule-based routing 
process wherein invoices are approved and authorized (column 2, lines 43-54). 
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Further, deGroeve discloses transmitting over a communications network from 
the first customer computing unit to the biller entity a first data element indicating that 
the first user has approved the invoice and transmitting over the communications 
network from the second customer computing unit to the biller entity a second data 
element indicating that the second user has authorized payment of the invoice (Figures 
1 5A-B; column 1 , line 61 - column 2, line 3; column 4, lines 33- and lines 47-60; column 
5, lines 1-27; column 19, line 63 - column 20, line 7; column 23, lines 50-54; column 26, 
lines 18-20 and lines 60-67; column 27, lines 1 1-25; column 35, lines 20-67). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the approval and authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by 
Virgin to adapt the providing of an indicator of invoice approval and authorization to a 
biller as disclosed by deGroeve. The motivation would be to provide a means of 
tracking the progress of obtaining invoice approvals and authorizations of multiple users 
such as to know the status of an open invoice in anticipation of payment where the 
approval and authorization are being provided by distinct individuals with distinct 
indicators. 

Regarding claims 72-96, Virgin discloses a process (columns 1-14), comprising: 

a) rendering a service to a customer entity (column 1, lines 21-28); 

b) generating an invoice for the service (column 3, lines 54-56; Figure 4); 
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c) making available to first and second users associated to the customer entity 
an electronic document providing information on the invoice (column 2, lines 43-49; 
column 10, lines 25-56); 

including enabling users to approve and authorize the invoice based on 
respective invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer to the user (column 10, 
lines 32-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 21-36); 

invoice information includes an invoice identifier and amount of money billed 
under the invoice and where a complete copy of the invoice can be accessed (Figure 
1 1 ; column 14, lines 48-54) 

where an identifier is processed to determine if users have invoice approval and 
authorization privileges (column 11, lines 6-23); 

transmitting over the communications network from the second customer 
computing unit to the biller entity payment remittance information including data 
selected from the set consisting of a credit card number, an authorization to debit a 
bank account, wire transfer information, direct deposit information and an indication that 
a check will be mailed (Figure 1 1 ; column 1 4, lines 48-54); 

wherein the invoice is associated with a given category selected from a plurality 
of categories, the invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer entity to the first 
user being associated with respective categories and including invoice approval 
privileges with the given category (column 2, lines 5-16 and lines 43-49; column 10, 
lines 27-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 10-36). 



Application/Control Number: 09/845,396 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3692 

Virgin discloses providing in the electronic document a user interface control, the 
user interface control providing an option to approve and authorize an invoice (column 
2, lines 43-46). Virgin does not specifically disclose where the inputs for approving and 
authorizing the invoices are distinct. However, deGroeve discloses where the inputs for 
approving and authorizing the invoices are distinct (column 1 , line 65 - column 2, line 3; 
column 4, lines 33-35; column 27, lines 1 1-25; column 35, lines 20-53). It would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
approval and authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by Virgin to adapt 
the distinction of the inputs for approvals and authorizations as disclosed by deGroeve. 
The motivation would be that if an invoice were to be approved and authorized, then 
there would be provided distinct inputs for each action such that tracking of the stages 
of invoice approval and authorization can be determined, such as between those users 
who clear and approve the invoice (as in having a confirmation that the goods ordered 
by an individual were actually the ones received, etc. as disclosed by deGroeve) prior to 
the payment being authorized. 

Virgin does not specifically disclose detecting granting of payment of the invoice 
only when the first user has approved the invoice via the first input option and the 
second user has authorized payment of the invoice via the second input option. Virgin 
discloses enabling invoicers to view the payment status, such as partially approved and 
approved within the multi-level rule-based routing process wherein invoices are 
approved and authorized (column 2, lines 43-54). Further, deGroeve discloses granting 
of payment of the invoice only when the first user has approved the invoice via the first 
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input option and the second user has authorized payment of the invoice via the second 
input option (column 1 , line 65 - column 2, line 3; column 4, lines 33-35; column 27, 
lines 1 1-25; column 35, lines 20-53) and wherein the system contains electronic invoice 
authorization means and workflow management means for receiving required approvals 
and authorizations automatically and as set forth by a system administrator (column 19, 
line 29 - column 20, line 3) and wherein based on payor actions of approving and 
authorizing an invoice, the system determines the status of the invoice (column 26, lines 
18-22 and line 60 - column 27, line 17) such as the system detects when the status is 
approved and authorized. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the electronic invoice system with a hierarchy of invoice 
approvers/authorizers as disclosed by Virgin to adapt the detecting of invoice status as 
disclosed by deGroeve. The motivation would be to use gathered status information to 
efficiently monitor the status of invoices for anticipated payment. 

Regarding claims 97-1 1 2, Virgin discloses a process for granting payment of an 
invoice over a network, the invoice having been issued by a biller entity to a customer 
entity (columns 1-14; particularly column 3, lines 52-58), said process comprising: 

a) accessing via a computer information on the invoice (column 3, lines 52-58); 

where an identifier is processed to determine if users have invoice approval and 
authorization privileges (column 11, lines 6-23); 

transmitting over the communications network from the second customer 
computing unit to the biller entity payment remittance information including data 
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selected from the set consisting of a credit card number, an authorization to debit a 
bank account, wire transfer information, direct deposit information and an indication that 
a check will be mailed (Figure 1 1 ; column 1 4, lines 48-54); 

wherein the invoice is associated with a given category selected from a plurality 
of categories, the invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer entity to the first 
user being associated with respective categories and including invoice approval 
privileges with the given category (column 2, lines 5-16 and lines 43-49; column 10, 
lines 27-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 10-36). 

Virgin does not disclose transmitting from the customer entity to the biller entity a 
first data element indicating that the invoice has been approved by a first user and 
transmitting from the customer entity to the biller entity a second data element indicating 
that payment of the invoice has been authorized by a second user. 

However, Virgin does disclose enabling invoicers to view the payment status, 
such as partially approved and approved within the multi-level rule-based routing 
process wherein invoices are approved and authorized (column 2, lines 43-54). 

Further, deGroeve discloses transmitting from the customer entity to the biller 
entity a first data element indicating that the invoice has been approved by a first user 
and transmitting from the customer entity to the biller entity a second data element 
indicating that payment of the invoice has been authorized by a second user (Figures 
1 5A-B; column 1 , line 61 - column 2, line 3; column 4, lines 33- and lines 47-60; column 
5, lines 1-27; column 19, line 63 - column 20, line 7; column 23, lines 50-54; column 26, 
lines 18-20 and lines 60-67; column 27, lines 1 1-25; column 35, lines 20-67). 
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It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the approval and authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by 
Virgin to adapt the providing of an indicator of invoice approval and authorization to a 
biller as disclosed by deGroeve. The motivation would be to provide a means of 
tracking the progress of obtaining invoice approvals and authorizations of multiple users 
such as to know the status of an open invoice in anticipation of payment where the 
approval and authorization are being provided by distinct individuals. 

Regarding claims 113-115, Virgin discloses a method for electronically 
presenting and granting payment of invoices (columns 1-14; particularly column 3, lines 
52-58), comprising: 

a) generating at a biller entity an invoice for a service rendered to a customer 
entity (column 3, lines 54-56; Figure 4); 

b) making information on the invoice electronically available to the customer 
entity (column 3, lines 54-62); 

c) enabling at least two users associated to the customer entity to complete 
respective stages of a multi-stage invoice handling process (column 2, lines 5-16 and 
lines 43-54; column 1 0, lines 25-56; column 1 1 , lines 6-23); 

wherein the multi-stage handling process includes a first and second stage. 

Virgin does not disclose transmitting over a communications network from each 
of said at least two users to the biller entity a respective data element indicating that the 
respective stage of the multi-stage invoice handling process has been completed. 
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However, Virgin does disclose enabling invoicers to view the payment status, 
such as partially approved and approved within the multi-level rule-based routing 
process wherein invoices are approved and authorized (column 2, lines 43-54). 

Further, deGroeve discloses transmitting over a communications network from 
each of said at least two users to the biller entity a respective data element indicating 
that the respective stage of the multi-stage invoice handling process has been 
completed (Figures 15A-B; column 1 , line 61 - column 2, line 3; column 4, lines 33- and 
lines 47-60; column 5, lines 1-27; column 19, line 63 - column 20, line 7; column 23, 
lines 50-54; column 26, lines 18-20 and lines 60-67; column 27, lines 11-25; column 35, 
lines 20-67). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the approval and authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by 
Virgin to adapt the providing of an indicator of invoice approval and authorization to a 
biller as disclosed by deGroeve. The motivation would be to provide a means of 
tracking the progress of obtaining invoice approvals and authorizations of multiple users 
such as to know the status of an open invoice in anticipation of payment where the 
approval and authorization are being provided by distinct individuals. 



Claim 116 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,826,542 B1 to Virgin et al. (further referred to as Virgin), in view of US 



Application/Control Number: 09/845,396 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 3692 

Patent 7,206,768 B1 to deGroeve et al. (further referred to as deGroeve), and further in 
view of US Patent 6,044,362 to Neely (further referred to as Neely). 



Regarding claim 116, Virgin discloses a process (columns 1-14), comprising: 

a) generating by a biller entity an invoice for a service rendered to a customer 
entity (column 3, lines 54-56; Figure 4); 

b) making available to first and second users associated to the customer entity 
an electronic document providing information on the invoice (column 2, lines 43-49; 
column 10, lines 25-56). 

Virgin discloses providing in the electronic document a user interface control, the 
user interface control providing an option to approve and authorize an invoice (column 
2, lines 43-46). Virgin does not specifically disclose where the inputs for approving and 
authorizing the invoices are distinct. However, deGroeve discloses where the inputs for 
approving and authorizing the invoices are distinct (column 1 , line 65 - column 2, line 3; 
column 4, lines 33-35; column 27, lines 1 1-25; column 35, lines 20-53). It would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
approval and authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by Virgin to adapt 
the distinction of the inputs for approvals and authorizations as disclosed by deGroeve. 
The motivation would be that if an invoice were to be approved and authorized, there 
would be more accounting accountability when those users had distinct inputs for 
clearing and approving the invoice (as in having a confirmation that the goods ordered 
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by an individual were actually the ones received, etc. as disclosed by deGroeve) prior to 
the payment being authorized. 

Virgin does not disclose notifying the biller entity when the input options have 
been selected to indicate that the first and second users have approved the invoice and 
authorized payment of the invoice. Virgin does disclose where invoicers can view the 
status of invoices through the approval and authorization statuses and where invoicers 
are notified of any disputes (column 2, lines 43-59) and deGroeve discloses where a 
biller is able to review the status of invoices including updated and saved statuses 
through the approval and authorization process (column 3, lines 45-50; column 26, lines 
18-22 and lines 60-67; column 27, lines 1125). Further, Neely discloses notifying the 
biller entity when a payment authorization has been selected (column 4, lines 3-6 and 
lines 52-54). Given the combination of Virgin and deGroeve which discloses an 
approval and authorization process for an online invoice with distinct inputs for 
approvals and authorizations and wherein approvals and authorizations can be tracked 
by billers and wherein billers can be notified of invoice disputes, it would be obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to notify a biller of an 
authorization (or approval) as disclosed by Neely. The motivation would be that 
communicating information about invoices enables a biller to know an updated status of 
an invoice and provides for a more efficient means of account monitoring, such as in 
providing notification of disputes as disclosed by Virgin and in the sending of payment 
authorization messages as disclosed by Neely. 
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Response to Arguments 

Examiner acknowledges the affidavits which have been supplied in applicant's 
swearing behind of the Ludwig reference (US Pub 2003/0167229 A1), wherein the 
Ludwig reference was filed on April 3, 2001 and discloses: 

an electronic invoicing system wherein users have certain permissions including 
approving and authorizing invoices (paragraphs 3, 55, 101, 120), 

wherein the approving and authorizing are performed by distinct individuals 

(paragraph 3, 137, 139), and 

wherein the system provides notification to the invoicer that an action such as 
approving and/or authorizing has been performed by a user (paragraph 96). 

Based on the affidavits submitted, applicant has shown conception prior to the 
April 3, 2001 date and has shown due diligence between April 3, 2001 (filing date of the 
Ludwig application) and April 30, 2001 (filing date of the present application). As such, 
the Ludwig reference has been removed from the rejection as provided above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jennifer 
Liversedge whose telephone number is 571-272-3167. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 AM - 5 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached at 571-272-6702. The fax number for the 
organization where the application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov> . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Jennifer Liversedge/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3692 



